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stay on his parents’ health insurance 
plan until he got a job at 27, with in-
surance. 

Chandra in Summit County writes 
that she recently commented to some 
friends about the surprising benefits 
she was receiving under the Affordable 
Care Act, and one of her friends sug-
gested she share her story with her 
elected officials. She says: Because of 
the ACA, we were able to switch to my 
husband’s insurance without worrying 
that I would not be covered due to my 
pregnancy being a preexisting medical 
condition. The ACA had a very real fi-
nancial impact on my family. 

The question is, Why do some Mem-
bers of this Congress, all of whom, I be-
lieve—almost all of whom—are receiv-
ing government-sponsored health in-
surance benefits from a good govern-
ment insurance plan—why do they 
want to deny it to people such as 
Chandra and people such as Rachel and 
others. 

Chandra says: I am not the type of 
individual who one would first think of 
when thinking of beneficiaries of the 
ACA. I have a master’s degree, my hus-
band and I both work full-time, and our 
employers also offer a full range of 
medical, prenatal, and optical benefits. 

A few years ago, my husband and I 
decided to begin growing our family. 
Thanks to the Affordable Care Act, 
there were no copays for my prenatal 
care, suggested immunizations or po-
tential well visits. When our son was 
born, I immediately saw the true im-
pact of the Affordable Care Act. Babies 
have many well visits and the cost of 
copays and immunizations have been a 
burden to some of my friends. Thanks 
to the ACA, we didn’t have that finan-
cial burden. Thanks to a combination 
of good insurance and the Affordable 
Care Act, I was the recipient of a very 
nice, double electric breast pump. I 
also became the first employee at my 
job to utilize the provisions of the ACA 
for nursing mothers. A few years later, 
2 months before our second child was 
due, I had the opportunity to take a 
better job. 

She goes on. 
The question again is, Why do they 

want—why do a bunch of politicians 
who have good insurance, paid for by 
taxpayers—why do they want to take 
these benefits away from the 25-year- 
old man who now has insurance on his 
parents’ plan before he finishes school 
and goes out in the workplace? Why do 
they want to take away the preventive 
care families now have so when their 
daughter has an earache they can actu-
ally go to a family doctor because of 
the insurance rather than go to the 
emergency room? All of those things 
just beg the question, Why the politics 
of repealing ObamaCare and repealing 
the Affordable Care Act and taking 
these benefits away from so many 
Americans? 

Five hundred thousand Ohioans have 
insurance, 100,000 more young people, a 
million Ohio seniors getting benefits 
with no copays and no deductibles, pre-

ventive care that helps them live 
longer, healthier lives. That is really 
the question. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Hawaii. 
f 

U.S.-CHINA CLIMATE AGREEMENT 

Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, I rise to 
commend the historic agreement 
reached yesterday between the United 
States and China, the world’s largest 
emitters of carbon pollution. This 
agreement is the latest and perhaps 
most consequential in a string of ac-
tions President Obama has taken to 
fight climate change. 

Today, we have hope. We have hope 
because this agreement puts the world 
on a path towards solving climate 
change—hope because the world’s two 
largest emitters have found common 
cause in protecting public health and 
economic opportunity for their citizens 
and for the world and hope because we 
are once again reminded what Amer-
ican leadership and political will can 
accomplish. 

President Obama and President Xi of 
China recognize that climate change 
threatens our families, our jobs, our 
health, and our way of life. They de-
serve our thanks, as does Secretary 
Kerry, for their tireless work and dedi-
cation to this cause. 

We can solve this. We know what we 
need to do, and we know how to do it. 
Today we see what political will can 
accomplish. I am now more hopeful 
than ever that we can keep warming 
below 2 degrees Celsius by the end of 
the century. This is the level scientists 
say is necessary to stay below in order 
to avoid catastrophic global con-
sequences. 

Together our two countries account 
for about 40 percent of the world’s 
greenhouse gas emissions. We have a 
responsibility to act early and to act 
together, and this agreement puts us 
on that path. 

The agreement recognizes that the 
United States and China must take 
short- and long-term measures to re-
duce emissions and encourage the de-
velopment of clean energy. This rep-
resents a major shift for China, which 
had struggled to balance economic 
growth with growing pollution and has 
now agreed to cap carbon pollution for 
the first time ever. It is difficult to 
overstate what an important achieve-
ment this is, especially a full year be-
fore the next round of international ne-
gotiations in Paris. 

As Secretary Kerry said today, this 
is a major signal to other countries 
that they should also put forth ambi-
tious emissions reduction goals well 
before international negotiations start 
in 2015. 

In addition, China has agreed to get a 
full 20 percent of its energy from zero 
emission sources by 2030. This means 
China will have to deploy close to 1,000 
gigawatts of new zero emission power-
plants. This is the amount of elec-

tricity the entire United States cur-
rently generates and shows just how 
serious China is about addressing this 
problem. 

American leadership was crucial in 
forging these goals. It wouldn’t have 
been possible without the President’s 
Clean Power Plan, which will reduce 
emissions from the power sector by 30 
percent relative to 2005 levels by the 
year 2030. 

This agreement goes beyond even 
those ambitious targets, and in the 
coming months and years, it will be 
important for this President and the 
next to maintain and strengthen the 
Environmental Protection Agency’s 
ability to protect Americans from 
harmful pollution. 

Despite near universal consensus 
among climate scientists that the 
Clean Power Plan is part of the solu-
tion to fighting climate change, today 
that plan is under attack in Congress. 
Right after the President announced 
this historic agreement, climate 
deniers in Congress started rolling out 
every tired argument in the book. In 
fact, one of our colleagues here has al-
ready dubbed this plan ‘‘unrealistic’’ 
and called it an ‘‘ideological war.’’ 

These claims are the last bastion of a 
hopeless cause that ignores what we 
see all around us—from farmers to fish-
ermen to small-town mayors. Theirs is 
an untenable position, because poll 
after poll shows that Americans do 
care about this issue. They care about 
it deeply. Americans care because they 
know fighting climate change is really 
about protecting their children’s 
health, protecting economic oppor-
tunity, and leaving our children a 
world better than our own. 

We are seeing the deniers’ arguments 
collapse around them. One of their fa-
vorite tropes was to claim that U.S. ac-
tions are meaningless without action 
from China. Well, it looks as though 
that argument took a fairly big hit 
yesterday. 

In fact, the U.S. did act first by de-
veloping the Clean Power Plan. The 
rules haven’t even been finalized, but 
they are already giving us the leverage 
to reach major international agree-
ments. 

As excuse after excuse fails, we will 
see climate deniers retreat to tired 
claims that anything we do to reduce 
pollution will hurt the economy. But 
remember that we have heard these 
claims before. They were wrong then, 
and they are wrong now. 

The list is long, so I will mention 
just a few. Taking the lead out of gaso-
line, putting catalytic converters in 
cars, reducing acid rain, all were met 
with panicky claims of economic dev-
astation. But what we have learned is 
that keeping our air and our water 
clean actually helps our economy. 

This agreement between the United 
States and China is historic. It is a real 
breakthrough, and it gives us hope that 
we will be able to confront and resolve 
one of the greatest challenges of our 
time. But it is still just an agreement. 
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We need to follow through with action. 
We must listen to the American people 
and amplify their voices as they call 
for action to preserve our health, our 
economy, and our way of life. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BROWN). The Senator from Louisiana. 
f 

KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I was 
on the floor earlier today. I have been 
on the floor since we convened back 
into session—our first session since the 
election—and I am very heartened by 
what I have heard from colleagues such 
as the Senator from Hawaii, who just 
spoke, our colleague from Montana, 
who just spoke, our colleague from 
Tennessee, who spoke; as well as the 
leadership particularly, including 
Leader REID, majority leader-to-be 
MITCH MCCONNELL, and the Senator 
from Texas, Mr. CORNYN, all of whom 
came to the floor and said they heard 
the message of the American people. 
The message is that now is the time to 
stop the bickering, stop the fighting, 
stop the gridlock, and take action on 
issues the American people know are 
the right answers for our country, fo-
cusing on building jobs and economic 
hope for the middle class, in large 
measure because of this extraordinary 
opportunity for an energy renaissance 
that is underway as we speak—energy 
jobs, petrochemical jobs, manufac-
turing jobs. 

Our unemployment rate in south 
Louisiana is 3.5 percent. Our general 
unemployment rate is much lower than 
the national average and has been for 
many years. But even in my State, 
with these very positive numbers, mid-
dle-class families are seeing their in-
comes stagnate, their way of life not 
progressing, and their economic 
progress not moving forward as it 
should. 

So while people are happy and doing 
well in some parts of the country— 
every leader came to the floor and said, 
we heard the American people. We 
want jobs. We want economic oppor-
tunity. We want the middle class put 
first. We want gridlock put last, and we 
want you all to roll up your sleeves and 
get the job done. That was the mes-
sage. 

So I came to the floor at 2 o’clock, 
the first minute we opened, to claim 
the floor to say let’s begin with trust-
ing each other, moving forward, and 
passing the Keystone Pipeline which is 
a bill that has enjoyed bipartisan sup-
port and has the 60 votes on this floor 
for passage. 

There is strong objection from the 40 
Members who have been opposed. Of 
course they have a right to be opposed. 
We debated this for 5 years, but the 
process is let’s vote and let the process 
move forward. I am very encouraged 
that in the 2 hours 15 minutes I have 
been on the floor that the House of 
Representatives has actually heard 
this call and has decided to introduce— 

the Rules Committee will be meeting 
tonight. I understand they want to in-
troduce the identical bill to the 
Hoeven-Landrieu bill which will give a 
clear path. It is a stand-alone Keystone 
only with private property rights lan-
guage that is very important to the Re-
publican base but it is also very impor-
tant to Democratic Members, for me, 
personally, and my State, but for many 
rural States on the Democratic side. 
We cannot allow international compa-
nies to expropriate our properties here 
without due process. It cannot happen. 
I am the strongest advocate of building 
pipelines everywhere, but there are pri-
vate property rights that have to be 
followed. 

The language carefully drafted by 
Senator HOEVEN and myself respects 
the private property rights of Amer-
ican citizens. I understand the House is 
going to take that language and the 
straight-up, no attachments, no riders, 
no anything—except for the Keystone 
language as it is written in this file 
that is pending and pass that out of the 
House. 

We have already made some progress 
in getting the Keystone project built or 
moving forward. I want to put into the 
record a couple of headlines of maga-
zines and articles that I think help to 
underline or underscore what I am try-
ing to say. 

The ‘‘Science’’ magazine editor-in- 
chief says, ‘‘Time to move forward on 
Keystone Pipeline.’’ 

LABI: ‘‘Twenty Louisiana Chambers 
of Commerce support Keystone Pipe-
line.’’ This is the Louisiana Associa-
tion of Business Industry. It is a recent 
headline. 

The Washington Post: ‘‘On the Key-
stone XL pipeline, put policy ahead of 
politics.’’ That is what we are doing 
today. 

Illinois Review—this is one of the 
most important. ‘‘AFL–CIO says Key-
stone XL is not just a pipeline but a 
life line.’’ 

The largest labor unions in our coun-
try have rolled up their sleeves. They 
are in this fight. They are telling us, 
Democrats and Republicans, but most-
ly to the Democratic Caucus, because 
they are part of our base, vote for the 
pipeline. This is jobs for average mid-
dle-class working people that we need. 
We deserve them, they say, in States 
such as yours, Mr. President, Ohio, Illi-
nois, Pennsylvania, and in States such 
as Colorado, New Mexico, New York. I 
could go on and on. In West Virginia. 

Remember, my State—not that we 
don’t need good jobs but our unemploy-
ment rate is very low. We have jobs 
and opportunities pouring into Lou-
isiana and Texas, the energy coast of 
America. We are proud of it. 

We are proud not only to produce 
these jobs and this energy but we are 
helping to fuel a renaissance of manu-
facturing in the Midwest. We are ex-
ceedingly proud of this. We are not just 
creating jobs for ourselves, we are cre-
ating jobs for the Midwest, for the 
manufacturing renaissance of America. 

We are allowing for the expansion of 
the economy on the east coast and pro-
viding help for the west coast. It is 
what we do. It is what America’s en-
ergy coast does. No coast does it better 
than we do. 

We are connecting to a partner, Can-
ada, which is better for us in many 
ways than Venezuela or even some of 
our friends in the Mideast, and we 
don’t—not every friend is our friend in 
the Mideast. We are getting oil from 
our best friend, our best trading part-
ner, our best ally, that has equal eco-
nomic standards as we do and even 
some higher environmental standards 
than we do to create economic oppor-
tunity for our country. 

I wanted to submit this for the 
record. There are no other Senators to 
speak. I am going to yield the floor in 
a minute. 

We are still in a time of morning 
business until votes at 5:30. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be able to 
show a device in the course of my pres-
entation about exploding airbags. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

AIRBAGS 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, there 
has been quite a bit in the press about 
defective exploding airbags. This is a 
part of a steering wheel with the airbag 
deployed. In the steering wheel, the 
driver would be like this with their 
hands on the steering wheel. When the 
impact occurs and the airbag is de-
ployed, instantly, if you have seen that 
kind of impact on the airbag, because 
of the chemicals inside of the steering 
wheel, it causes an explosion that 
comes out of already existing holes in 
the metal that contains the airbag and 
it deploys the airbag like this so that 
the—in this case, the driver—in the 
case of the passenger, the same, but it 
is not a steering wheel like this. That 
protects and has saved countless, thou-
sands and thousands of lives. The fact 
is that we now know there are four 
people in this country who are dead. 
There are a hundred who are injured. 
That is not including the international 
office, because of the defective airbag 
that has been manufactured by a Japa-
nese manufacturer. What its defect is 
is that instead of the chemicals explod-
ing to inflate the airbag, it explodes 
with such force for all of this that is 
contained within the steering wheel be-
fore it explodes. There is metal. 

When the chemical explosion occurs, 
it is supposed to go through the air-
holes and fill the bag. Instead, what 
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